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historians and writers, both Indian1 and European,2 is that Nadir entered
India at the invitation of the Nizamu'1-Mulk, the veteran Viceroy of the
Deccan ; it has also been asserted that Sa'adat Khan, the Subadar of
Oudh, was jointly responsible with the Nizamu'1-Mulk for inviting Nadir
to come.3 It is certainly possible that either or both of these nobles may
have been guilty of treason. Chin Qilich Khan, the Nizamu'1-Mulk,
was of Central Asian extraction, and Sa'adat Khan was a Persian by
birth* ; consequently, neither may have had any deep feeling of loyalty
to the Mughal state. On the other hand, the charge against them has
never been, and now probably never will be, proved ; the only way that
that could be done would be to produce the incriminating letters that are
alleged to have been exchanged.
Hanway, it appears, was fully justified in remarking5 : " It appears
to me highly probable that Nadir did not stand in need of such instru-
ments (i.e., the Nizamu'1-Mulk) for the execution of his ambitious
designs."
After crossing the Indian frontier, the Persian army halted for a few
days at Qarabagh, 37 miles south-west of Ghazna. When the Governor
of Ghazna heard of the Shah's arrival at Qarabagh, he abandoned his
post and fled to Kabul ; the qa&s, 'ulama, and notables of the town,
however, came in a body to Qarabagh, and submitted to Nadir.6
Ghazna was reached on the 22nd Safar (nth June), and from there
the army went on towards Kabul. Soon after leaving Ghazna, Nadir
sent the following message to the Kotwal of Kabul :
" We are not concerned with the Kingdom of Muhammad Shah, but since these
* See, in particular, the Jauhar-i-Samfam of Muhammad Muhsin Siddiqi ; the writer was,
however, a zealous supporter of Samsamu'd-Daula Khan Dauran, the Amiru'l-Umara or
Commander-in-Chief of the Mughal army and one of the leaders of the Hindustani party.
Khan Dauran was very hostile to the Nizamu'1-Mulk who was a prominent member of the
rival Turanian or Central Asian faction at the Court (feeling between these two parties
was very intense). The accusation is also made in Rustam 'Ali's Ta'rikh-i-Hindi (B.M,
MS. OR. 1628, fpl. 281 (b)), but it is qualified by the words " it is said that "... See also
the &alat-i-Nadir Shah by Amra Chandiri (1.0. MS. 4008), Nadir Var (a ballad on Nadir's
invasion) by Nijabat, a Haral Rajput (see the paper read by R. B. Pandit Hari Kishan
Kaul before the Panjab Historical Society on the 26th September, 1916), and Tilok Das's
Hindi poem (see W. Irvine's annotated translation in the J.R.A.S.B., 1897, Vol. LXVI).
» Fraser pj>. 129-133 ; Otter, Vol. I, p. 355 ; Hanway, Vol. IV, p. 142. Belief in the Ni?amu'l-
Mulk s guilt was certainly widespread ; that it was by no means confined to India is evi-
denced by a remark made to Otter in 1743 by the Kiahya of Mosul. Wishing to imply
that Ahmad Pasha was hi collusion with Nadir, the Kiahya said : " N'y auroit-il pas parmi
nous un second Nizam ul-Mulk, qui trahit le Grand Seigneur, et fait venir le Roi (Nadir)
centre nous" (See Otter, Vol. II, p. 365). Dr. Jadunath Prasad, in his (unpublished)
thesis entitled The Ufe and Career of Mir Qatnaru'd-Din, Nizamu'1-Mulk Asaf Jah I, is,
however, convinced of his innocence.
» Zi$ala-yi-Mtthammad Shah (B.M. MS. OR. 180, fol. io6(b)-io7(b)) ;  the anonymous author
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« v i*rv' Snvastava' entitled The First Two Naivabs of Oudh (Lucknow, 1933), pp. 5-30.
voi* xv» p* 142*
4 u ° V^ T°£ w^ (Hke Muhammad Muhsin Siddiqi) a warm supporter of Khan Dauran.
Jr-^t. ?han * antecedents, see the 'Imadu's-Sa'aiat, fol. 6 (a), and the recent work

